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INTRODUCTION 
Drugs have been used throughout the world for thousands 
of years for various reasons. Some drugs were used in con-
junction with religious ceremonies (Peyote by the Indians), 
other drugs historically were used for healing (Bates and 
Crowther, 1973:1), but the abuse of drugs for pure "pleasure" 
or "fun" by the teen population is a fairly recent phenomena. 
Fort (1969:81-130) estimated that in 1962 there were about five 
million abusers of sedatives, tranquilizers and stimulants, 
and ten million non-medical or illicit users of narcotics in 
the world. ~inick (1965:211-20) estimates that 200 million 
persons throughout the world use marijuana. Chein, (1956: 
56-60) suggested that "Illicit drug abuse in the United States 
was the highest where income and education were lowest and 
where there was the greatest breakdown of normal family living 
arrangements and therefore never the concern of the middle-
class White American population." However, the 1960's brought 
about a spectacular rise in the abuse of drugs for social 
and recreational purposes by the middle class white youth 
population. The increase in the abusive use of drugs by young 
persons from middle income homes who appear to have substantial 
educational potential (Wittenborn, 1969:5) generated a new 
viii 
F 
concern in the American society involvin~ various institutions 
with their ~oals aimed towards findinr new approaches and 
solutions to the dru~ abuse phenoMena. 
ix 
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THE PROBLErJI 
Many studies were conducted in American schools since 
the 1960's that presented straight-forward answers.to "How 
many students abuse what drugs?" There is an underlying 
cause and effect relationship between the choices the student 
is making that prompts him to accept or to reject the use of 
drugs. 
Sociologists and other behavioral scientists are 
constantly evaluating the importance of the socialization 
processes in the parent's home versus the influence of the 
peer groups on the behavior of the "teens." Blum, (1972:5) 
suggests ~Since families do influence children, styles within 
the family should have something to do with the use of non-use 
of drugs." It is hypothesized that: 
"There will be a higher association of respondent's 
,/~~drug use with their peer group's drug use than with 
p&:~ 
their parents or sibling's drug use." 
The peer group influences seem to extend to the reason of 
choices a student is making in his life style and behavior 
pattern. Katz, (1964:136-46) suggested that "Social satis-
faction is derived from primary group relationships which is 
an important source of gratification for organizational 
members." This definition can be interpreted that being a 
member of an organization and actively participating in their 
1 
p 
functions would include adaptation of behavior patterns 
specific to that organization. If this assumption is true 
one could hypothesize that: 
"There is an association between group member-
ship and drug use." 
2 
Society assumes that smoking marijuana will lead to the use 
of other drugs. Goode (1970) found that "Frequent use of 
marijuana in middle-class users increases one's chance of 
using an LSD-type drug. There is a linear relationship be-
tween marijuana use and the use of hallucinogenic drugs." 
Goode's contention would only partially support the above 
hypothesis. It is hypothesized, therefore, that: 
"Those who frequently smoke marijuana will use 
other drugs more often than those who seldom or 
never use marijuana." 
SURVEY BACKGROUND 
The testing of the proposed hypothesis was part of a 
survey conducted in the fall of 1973 at the Niles Township 
High Schools in Skokie, Illinois. There was some evidence 
of an increase in the number of young people using various 
drugs that prompted the Niles Township High School administra-
tion to authorize an incidence and prevelance survey in order 
to ascertain the factual situation of drug use by students. 
In addition the results would be helpful to the administration 
in planning of future programs in the area of drug education, 
prevention and ~uggested treatment. 
The findings reported in this thesis are based on a 
carefully designed student self-reported survey which assured 
confidentiality of the respondents and provided insight into 
some aspects of student behavior not readily available through 
other methods. 
The Niles Township High School consists of three 
campuses: Niles North, Niles East and Niles West. During the 
fall of 1973 arrangements were made by the administration of 
the Niles Township High School and Prof. Bates of Loyola Uni-
versity's sociology department to conduct a study of the use 
of various substances in the schools. The questions used 
were designed by Dr. William Bates and the author in coopera-
3 
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tion with teachers, administrators and students of the high 
school. The instrument was given in October of 1973 to all 
students in each of the three high schools in district 219 
during the homeroom attendance with a research team of Loyola 
University students actively participating. This resulted 
in 6,226 questionnaires answered by the students of this high 
school (Table 1). 
TABLE N0.1 
NUMBER OF USEFUL QUESTIONNAIRES BY SCHOOL 
% 
N of Total 
Niles East 1709 27.4 
Niles West 2258 36.2 
Niles Horth 2224 35.8 
School Not Coded ~ 0.6 
Total 6226 100.0% 
DEMOGRAPHIC INFORfv'lATION ABOUT THE SURVEYED POPULA'l'ION 
This chapter is concerned with presenting additional 
background information about the subjects of our research. 
The respondents' age, religious preference and sex is 
presented in Tables 2 and 3. The results seem to point 
toward a predominantly Jewish student population with male 
and female students evenly divided. Some Catholic and Protes-
tant students from the area are attending parochial high 
schools located in adjacent communities (see Table 4). The 
social economic status of the student is determined by the 
father's o~cupat~~n a~d i~ nistributed as presented on 
Table 5. By adding the professional, managerial and proprie-
tors of business together we find that 65% of the partici-
pants have fathers in a middle class occupation. In addition, 
Table 6 suggests that 89% of the respondents live with their 
parents at home. Table 7 presents the student body within 
grades in school. In summary, the profile of the students 
who responded can be described as Jewish, middle class, living 
with both parents at home. 
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or less 
1---------- -· 
15 Years 
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16 Years 
----·-·· 
17 Years 
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or older 
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% 
----· 
TABLE NO. 2 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL 
SUHVEY 1973 
AGE, SEX AND RELIGIOUS PREFERENCE OF RESPONDENTS 
I 
Other Greek No \ 
or Russian Religious i 
Jewish Catholic Protestant Orthodox Preference Total t 
f-1ale Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female C' /0 
494 472 186 189 104 111 39 44 45 61 1745 28.00~ 
-----~---· ···-----···---·-~·-
--------------·-- - --- ··I 
395 438 139 174 86 100 26 28 44 36 lli66 23.5 
-
---··-··-----
-----·- ------ --- ·--1 
394 410 154 154 106 77 26 27 48 29 1425 22.9 
-~-----------
316 257 121 122 84 90 15 9 34 lll 1062 17.1 
---·-
15 12 22 5 8 0 1 3 12 lj 82 1.3 
446 7.2 
1614 1589 622 6l!4 3f:8 378 107 111 183 lll4 6226 100.00% 
5l.ll 20.3 12.3 3.5 5.3 I I I 
. 
·--·------- -1 
p 
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TABLE NO. 3 
SEX OF STUDENTS 
% Of 
Total 
Frequency Reported 
Male 3073 49.4% 
Female 2974 47.8 
No Answer 179 2.8 
Total 6226 100.0% 
TABLE NO. 4 
RESIDENCE OF THE NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS 
% Of 
Total 
Frequency Reported 
Skokie 3480 55.9% 
Lincolnwood 799 12.8 
Morton Grove 1287 20.7 
Niles 393 6.3 
Other 117 1.9 
No Answer 150 2.4 
Total 6226 100.0% 
p 
TABLE N0.5 
FATHER'S OCCUPATION - AS REPORTED BY RESPONDENTS 
(Percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number) 
Professional 
Managerial 29%1 
Proprietor of 
Small Business 36% 
Clerical 9% 
Skilled and 
semi-skilled 22% 
No Answer 4% 
100% 
TABLE N0.6 
Respondents Brought up By 
Both parents living at home 
Mother alone without 
step-father 
Father alone without 
step-mother 
Any other situation involving 
one or both parents 
Any other situation involving 
neither parent 
Total 
65% 
% of 
Total 
Reported 
89.3% 
1.0 
4.5 
0.9 
100.0% 
8 
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TABLE N0.7 
STUDENT BODY WITHIN GRADES IN SCHOOL 
% of Total 
Grade Freguenc~ Re2orted 
9th 1718 27.6 
lOth 1537 24.7 
11th 1501 24.1 
12th 1303 20.9 
No Answer 167 2.7 
N = 6226 100.0% 
p 
SELF REPORTED DRUG USE BY RESPONDENTS 
The use of various drugs by the students of the Niles 
Township High School is represented by Table 8. It is evi-
dent from the figures that alcohol, tobacco and marijuana, in 
that order, are the substances that students say they have 
used most frequently. Even if all the non-respondents are 
lumped into the user category, more than 62.8% claim never 
to have used marijuana; and for the more dangerous substances 
far more students claim never to have used them. 
10 
Never 
Used 
Tobacco 2886 
-------~---- -
Alcohol 1370 
·----
LSD 5460 
.. - --
... 
----- --------------- -------· ------
Marijuana 3910 
. -- ---
-- -- --
------------------ _____ ..,. ··- . ~----·-· . ------
Heroin 5811 
Opiates 5652 
Amphetamines 5268 
Barbiturates 5426 
Cocaine 5654 
Methaqualone 5381 
Mescaline, etc. 5480 
--·-·-----
Tranquilizers 5298 
N = 6226 
TABLE NO. 8 
REPORTED USE OF VARIOUS SUBSTANCES AT NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL 
u s E 
% Of Total Once~ or 3 - 9 Reporting Twlce Times 
Never I Used Used N ~ % N % 
I 
46.4 50.7 829!13.3 502 8.1 
. 
..... 
' 22.0 74.8 1362;21.9 1393 22.4 
1 
87.7 8.3 167~ 2.7 142 2.3 
-----~-- ----------
_____ t ____ 
·--- ----· 
62.8 34.7 4251 6.8 428 6.9 
·--~---
--·-·· 
----r--- -----r----· 
93.3 4.0 851 1.4 49 0.8 
90.8 7.3 1931 
' 
3.1 129 2.1 
84.6 12.6 268 4.3 204 3.3 
87.2 10.9 ·207 3.3 160 2.6 
90.8 6.9 168 2.7 121 1.9 
86.4 11.6 211 3.4 189 3.0 
88.0 9.4 224 3.6 159 2.6 
85.1 12.6 358 5.8 191 3.1 
D 
I Over 10-49 50 
Times Times 
N % N % 
571 9.2 1258 20.2 
---- ------· ---.---· ~-----·-···~ 
1231 19.8 671 10.8 
---
-------- --------~ ------·· 
113 1.8 98 1.6 
--- -·---- ·-·---- ------
550 8.8 760 12.2 
·---- -------- ---------
28 0.4 84 1.3 
63 1.0 69 1.1 
177 2. 81 133 2.1 
160 2.6 155 2.5 
60 0.9 82 1.3 
178 2.9 145 2.3 
120 I 1.9, 80 1.3 
121 I 1.9, 113 1.8 
Not 
Reported 
N % 
180 2.9 
-- --~- ----~-
199 3.2 
--~-. . ----- ~ 
246 4.0 
. --------- ---------
153 2.5 
. . ........ 
------. 
169 2.7 
120 1.9 
176 2.8 
-- ---· 
118 1.9 
-· 
llH 2.3 
122 2.0 
163 2.6 
-
145 2.3 
----4-· 
...... 
...... 
PERCEIVED REASONS FOR DRUG USE 
In order to examine the drug use phenomena, students 
were asked about the basic reasons for their drug use. Their 
replies are indicated on Table 9. Farnsworth and Weiss 
(1969:168) had recognized that reasons mentioned for using 
drugs include curiosity, acquiring a sense of group identifi-
cation, pressure from friends, and as a symbol of defying 
authority. Goldstein (1966:94) found basically the same 
motives among his study subjects. Our data suggests that the 
main reasons underlying our study subjects' use of drugs is 
the de::!.:_"_~_ !'c=: __ ~~!'l_! £?.!'_ new experience, and for gro'.lp accept-
ance. On the other hand their is no strong evidence to suggest 
that the desire to rebel is an important motive for drug use. 
12 
TABLE No. 9 
PERCEIVED DRUG USE 
"Why do you think most high school students use drugs?" 
To Escape 
To Rebel 
To Gain Group 
Acceptance 
Other Reasons 
No Answer 
% of Total 
ReEorted 
15.7 
3.0 
26.9 
.. G ~ 
.J 0 t:. 
~8.1 
.1 
100.0% 
13 
DRUG USE AND GRADES 
An additional component that seem to influence the 
drug use of students are their self-reported grades. The 
current survey throws some light on the correlation of drug 
use with grade point averages. Table 10 represents the self-
reported grade averages cross-tabulated by drug use. The 
results seem to suggest an interrelationship between low grade 
averages and a greater drug usage within all levels of inten-
sity of use. Those respondents who maintain a "C" and "D" 
average have a much greater drug use, not only in the "Some-
times" category (from 1-49 times during the last 12 months) 
but also in the "often" category (50 times or more during the 
last 12 months). For example: Marijuana use by students who 
maintain an average: 
"A" (sometimes + often) 28.3% usage 
"B" " " 30.7 " 
"C+" n n 39.8 n 
"C" n 
" 
44.1 " 
"D" n " 66.9 " 
The same results emerge for all drugs used, which seem to 
indicate a definite association between the intensity of drug 
use and the grade averages. We do not presume at this time 
to ascertain which is the cause and which is the effect; if 
14 
TABLE 10 
SELF-REPORTED GRADE AVERAGE AND DRUG USE 
A B C+ 
Some- Some- Some-
Never times Often Never times Often Never times 
Tobacco (N-= 6o46) 60.7 28.5 10.8 50.8 33.6 15.6 42.3 32.1 
Alcohol (N= 6027) 32.6 41.5 8.9 23.2 68.9 1·9 18.8 68.1 
LSD (N=5980) 92.3 4. 5 3.2 94.5 4.7 0.8 91.1 7.8 
M9.rijuana (N =6073) 71.7 19.1 9.2 69.3 22.0 8.7 60.2 2 5·9 
Eeroin (N=6051) 94.5 2.8 2.7 97.3 1.7 1.0 96.5 2.5 
Opiates (N =6106) 93.7 4.0 2.3 95.0 3.4 0.6 92.1 7.1 
A~phetamines (N=6050) 90.2 6.7 3.1 90.5 8.4 1.1 85.9 11.4 
Barbiturates (N = 6108) 92.1 5.2 2.7 92.2 6.4 1.4 87.8 9·7 
~ocaine (N =6085) 93.5 3.7 2.8 9 5.4 3-7 0.9 92.8 6.3 
Quaaludes ( N = 6104) 91.9 5.2 2.9 90.9 7.8 1.3 87.0 10.5. 
Hallucinates (N =6063) 92.7 4.8 2.5 93-7 5-5 0.8 89.4 9.6 
Tranquilizers (N =6081) 90.6 6.4 3.0 89.4 9.4 1.2 85.7 12.5 
Each rev of every variable "grade" totals 100~ 
c 
Some-
Often Never times Often 
2 5.4 38.8 31.5 29.7 
13.1 17.7 67.8 14. 5 
1.1 87.0 11.4 1.6 
13 ·9 55·9 26.4 18.0 
1.0 95.4 3.6 1.0 
0.8 89.8 9.8 0.4 
2.7 81.7 16.5 1.8 
2. 5 83.6 13.6 2.8 
0.9 90.0 9·9 1.1 
2.5 83.0 14.1 2.9 
1.0 85.4 13.7 0.9 
1.8 83.4 15.2 1.4 
D or less 
Some-
Never til!:e s 
23.3 18.0 
12.2 54. 5 
67.:, 2 5. 3 
33.1 23.8 
84.4 11.2 
71.9 21.1 
--
60.3 31.3 
58.1 27.4 
72. 5 24.2 
65.2 26.0 
67.2 27.7 
69.1 24.2 
, 
Of'te:: 
57.3 
33.5 
7.3 
43.1 
Lj..~ 
7 •' 
•'-' 
a.:. 
14.5 
3.3 
8.3 
5.1 
6.7 
' 
.... 
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the greater drug use by students is caused by the frustrations 
encountered in their educational achievements. or is it because 
of their heavy drug use that results in their low grade 
average. 
Table 11 presents the drug use at parties attended by 
students from various grade point averages. The pattern that 
emerges coincides with our previous findings that those stu-
dents with lower grade averages of "C" and "D" seem to asso-
ciate with friends whose usage of drugs is greater than those 
with a higher grade average. Those results seem to point to 
peer group pressures to conform; those with lower grades 
associate with others who also have lower grades, who in addi-
tion have a similar pattern of drug use. Winick, (1965,211:27) 
observed that "Drug-taking serves as an entry to a group." 
Here we are again confronted with cause and effect; is the 
amount of drugs used by a respondent caused by one's peer 
group that at the same time serves as one's reference group 
and influences one's behavior in the manner expected by others 
in his circle - that means having low grades, or, are the low 
grades of the respondent excluding him from friendships with 
others who have higher grade averages and at the same time a 
lower drug use pattern? These questions will have to be 
answered by future research done in this specific area. 
TABLE NO. 11 
FRIENDS' DRUG USE BY AVERAGE GRADE 
"Consider your six closest friends -
How many of them use the following drugs? 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL SURVEY, 1973 
(Percentages are rounded to the nearest whole number) 
A B 
None Some All None Some All 
of of of of of of 
Them Them Them Them ~hem ~~hem 
Tobacco 
(N=5656) 49 37 14 37 41 22 
Alcohol 
(H=5688) 46 29 25 33 33 34 
Marijuana 
(N=5679) 57 26 17 52 29 19 
LSD 
(N=5750) 90 6 4 90 8 2 
Amphetamines 
(N=5735) 86 9 5 82 13 5 
Each row of every variable "grades" totals 100%. 
Some of them = 1 to 4 friends 
All of them = 5 and 6 friends 
C+ c 
None Some All None Some 
of of of of of 
Them The'll Them Them Them 
30 37 33 25 35 
26 30 44 25 28 
45 29 26 44 24 
83 12 5 79 15 
75 17 8 71 20 
D 
All None Some All 
of of of of 
Them Them Them Them 
40 12 24 64 
47 12 21 67 
32 21 19 60 
6 59 25 16 
9 46 27 27 
INFLUENCES OF RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION 
ON THE SELF-REPORTED DRUG USE 
Religion seems to be an important force in the pattern 
of drug use by high school students. Emile Durkheim in The 
Elementary Forms of Religious Life (1969) makes the argument 
that religion is a cohesive element that binds people in their 
behavior and their morality. The results of this study seem 
to suggest that religion or the lack of it does influence the 
drug use pattern of the respondents. The question was asked 
of the students "What is your religious background?" This 
question did not inquire into the quality or quantity of their 
religious involvement but only tried to ascertain the respond-
ents' perception of their own religious affiliation. Table 12 
presents the results of the cross-tabulation of drug use with 
the perceived religious affiliation by the respondents. The 
results suggested that those students who thought of themselves 
as belonging to any religious denomination seem to be using 
less drugs than those who profess to have no religious affilia-
tion. For example: the use of marijuana often (50 times or 
more during the last 12 months) is the highest within the stu-
dent population who profess no religious affiliation - 23%, 
compared to the "Often" use (50 times or more during the last 
12 months) by those who profess to have some religious ties 
(Jewish - 12.1%, Protestant - 10.5%; Roman Catholic - 11.6%; 
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JEWISH 
Some-
Never times 
Tobacco (N-= 5880) 49.0i 32 .6i 
Alcohol ( N = 58 55) 24.0 69.0 
Harijuana (N-= 5903) 62.8 2 5.1 
Heroin (N = 5889) n.o 1.9 
Opiates ( N = 5937) 93.8 5.3 
Amphetamines ( N = 5882) 88.7 9·5 
Barbiturates ( N = 59 38) 90.2 7·9 
Cocaine ( N = 5915) 94.0 5.0 
Quaa.ludes ( N -= 59 3 7) 87.8 1·9 
Hallucinates (N=5891) 91.6 7.4 
Tranquilizers (N= 5909) 87.5 11.2 
TABLE "1o. 12 
------
DRUG USE DIVIDED BY RELIGIOUS PREFERENCE 
FOR NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL, SURVEY 1973 
PROTESTANT ROMAN CATHOLIC 
Some- Some-
Often Never times Often Never times Often 
18.4i 48.7i 29.6i 21. 7i 44.3i 3Lli 24.6i 
7-1 23.2 64.4 12.4 19.4 63.6 17.1 
12.1 68.1 21.4 10.5 67.2 21.2 11.6 
1.0 97.2 2.6 0.3 96.1 2.6 1.3 
0.9 93.1 6.6 0.3 93.4 5.8 o.8 
1.8 86.0 12.9 1.1 87.5 11.0 1.5 
1.9 89.2 9.3 1.5 89.1 8.4 2.5 
1.0 94.9 4.6 0.4 93-3 5.6 1.1 
2.3 90.1 8.6 1.3 90.4 8.0 1.6 
1.0 90.4 9.2 0.4 91.5 1·3 1.2 
1.3 88.6 1.4 1.0 88.9 9.4 1.7 
Each row of every variable "Religion" totals to lOOi. 
"1 
OTHER GREEK OR - NONE -
RUSSIAN ORTHODOX NO RELIGION 
Some- so~.e-
Never times Often !lever tir.:es Often 
52 .li 3Lli 16.91> 4 5. 5i 24.7% 29 .8;1> 
23.2 64.9 11.8 22.0 56.0 22.J 
78.8 12.4 8.8 53.1 23.9 23.0 
--- ----- --
92.9 4.9 2.2 86.0 7·7 6.3 
92.9 6.2 0.9 79.1 15.3 5.6 
91.1 5.8 3.1 73.9 17.2 3.:J 
91.6 5.3 3.1 74.7 16.5 8.5 
92.1 6.1 1.8 79.7 13.5 6.8 
92.9 4.4 2.7 77.2 15.6 7.4 
90.2 8.0 1.8 77.3 17 .o " ~ •" I 
88.5 8.4 3.1 74.0 18.8 7.2 
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,]reek or Russian Orthodox - 8. 8%). The same pattern prevails 
~tthin the "Often" use category (50 times or more during the 
: ~st 12 months) for all drugs in our research. The drug use 
~~parents of our respondents, as perceived and reported by 
t~em, is represented in Table 13. The results suggest again 
t!1at those families who profess no religious affiliation seem 
to have a greater drug use pattern of illicit drugs than those 
:'amilies who feel themselves involved within a religious de-
nomination. For the social drugs, alcohol and tobacco, the 
results seem to suggest a different pattern of use. However, 
the use of alcohol by the Jewish parents is the least, com-
pared to other denominations (6.8%). There are many theories 
for disinclination to alcohol by the Jews; they include the 
r·estraint by religious rituals (Snyder, 1959:1~), as well as 
i~roup pressures (Rosenblum, 1964:60 , also Goldstein, 1966: 94). 
'l'r1e religious affiliation as perceived by the respondents seem 
to exert a great influence on their drug use. Emile Durkheim in 
~·ne Elementary Forms of Religious Life ( 1969) presents the idea 
t:iat: "Religion plays a vital function in society as an integrate 
:·,~rce, and religious rites serve to embed and transmit values, 
tu maintain prohibitions and taboos, to bring people together 
u:.d to reaffirm communal solidarity." The results of the survey 
.:'....,~;~est that perceived religious affiliations bring about the 
,·c.:.esion of the family and transmits the cultural and moral 
f I ,_ •• -, 
. .,,lUences that act to prevent or curtail drug abuse. 
TABLE NO. 13 
PARENT'S RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION AND THEIR DRUG USE 
AS REPORTED BY THE RESPONDENTS 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL, SURVEY 1973 
Roman Greek 
21 
No 
Jewish Protestant Catholic Orthodox Religion 
Tobacco (N=ll37) 27.4 8.7 11.0 19.5 19.5 
Alcohol (N= 547) 6.8 15.4 11.9 12.1 12.1 
Marij uana(N= 318 6.4 3.6 3.6 4.2 11.6 
LSD (N-31) 0.5 0.3 0.6 0.9 1.6 
Amphetamines I 
or (N-228' I - J 4.4 3.3 2.9 3.8 7.0 Barbiturates 
Heroin (N=36) 0.4 0.3 1.0 1.9 1.6 
PEER GROUP, PARENTS AND SIBLING INFLUENCES 
ON THE DRUG USE OF THE RESPONDENTS 
To test the validity of the first hypothesis that: 
"There will be a higher association of respondents' 
drug use with their peer group's drug use than 
with their parents or siblings' drug use," 
questions were asked to enable us to find the strength of the 
relationships through the use of path analysis and phi. 
The tables used were expressed as dichotomies and the 
resulting phi's will give some indication of the strength of 
the correlation between variables. This analysis will focus 
on the use of marijuana by the respondents (XI), the use of 
marijuana by the friends of the respondents, as perceived by 
the respondents (X2), the use of marijuana by the siblings of 
the respondents (X3) as perceived by the respondents, as well 
as the use of marijuana by the parents of the respondents (X4) 
as reported by the respondents (see Figure 1). The answers to 
the following questions were used in this research: 
1. "During the past twelve months, have you used any 
of the following substances: Marijuana?" 
2. "Consider your six closest friends; how many of 
them use marijuana?" 
3. "Do you know of your brothers or sisters having 
used any of the substances - Marijuana?" 
22 
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FIGURE N0.1 
MARIJUANA USE 
• 
P= .175 
xl = Respondents 
x2 = Friends - Peer Group 
x3 = Siblings 
x4 = Parents 
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4. "Has either your father or mother used any of the 
following as far as you know - Marijuana?" 
By cross-tabulating each question with the use of marijuana by 
the respondents, we produced a table of drug use that will be 
the basis for the path analysis. From the model in the analysis 
(Figure 1) it can be inferred that the strongest correlation 
exists between the marijuana user (respondent X1) and his 
friends' drug use (X2). The "zero ord~r" phi shows that the 
influence of the peer group is stronger on the drug user C¢=.625), 
than the influence of the parents <¢=.222). The siblings 
(brothers or sisters) seem also to exert some influence on the 
drug use of respondents C¢=.408). 
\-lhen c0rr-parine; t.he "zero order" and the "first order" 
results of the marijuana users and their peer group influences, 
it was found that there was no statistically significant dif-
ference between the "zero order" phi association of subjects 
marijuana use and peer group use ¢=.625 and the "first order" 
association controlling on parent drug use ¢=.610 (see Table 14). 
When the variable "sibling drug use" (X3) is controlled the 
resulting C¢=.868) shows a statistically stronger association in 
the interaction between the marijuana user (Xl) with the "Peer 
Group" (X2) drug users. In other words, the results suggest a 
statistically significant association between the drug habits of 
the respondents when siblings and friends interact. When com-
paring the "zero order" with the "first order" results of friends' 
marijuana use (X2) with siblings' marijuana use CX3) - (~=.360) 
TABLE NO. 14 
COMPARING RESULTS OF PHI COEFFICIENT BETWEEN 
"ZERO ORDER" AND "FIRST ORDER" 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL SURVEY, 1973 
Gamma Phi Phi 
Marijuana Use Zero Order Zero Order First Order 
Respondents - Parents 
Friends .941 .625 Siblings 
x1,2 
Respondents - Friends 
Parents 
-.296 .222 Siblings 
X1 4 J 
Respondents - Friends 
Siblir.gs .?24 .!108 P::~.rf!nts 
xl,3 
Friends -
Parents .643 .175 Respondents 
X2 4 Siblings J 
Friends -
Siblings .685 .3oo Parents 
x2,3 Respondents 
Parents -
Siblings 
-.359 .209 Respondents 
x4,3 Friends 
25 
.610 
.868 
.140 
.152 
.251 
-379 
.048 
.109 
.336 
.148 
.134 
.159 
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and controlling on the variable "Marijuana use of Parents" 
(X4) there seems to be no statistically significant change occur-
ring C¢=.336), but when controlling on the variable "Respondent 
Marijuana Use" (Xl) a statistically significant change occurre~ 
C¢=.148) in the association between variables X2 and X3. The 
results seem to lead one to conclude that the drug use of the 
respondents are an important factor in the association of friends 
and siblings' drug use. 
Based on the self-reporting results by the respondents, 
the evidence of this analysis seems to support the contention 
of the hypothesis that: 
"There is a greater association between drug use of 
respondents with their reported peer group drug use 
(Xl,2 ¢=.625) than with their parents' reported 
drug use (Xl 4 , 
drug use (Xl,3 
¢=.222) or their siblings' reported 
¢=.408)." 
THE INFLUENCE OF ORGANIZATIONAL PARTICIPATION 
OF TEE DRUG USE OF THE F:ESPOI'JDENTS 
The use of drugs by high school students is usually 
presumed to be connected to peer group pressures. Davies,(l967) 
suggests that "Drug-taking among young people is apt to spread 
in the same way in which an infectious epidemic disease may 
spread; that is by contact with affected individuals." The 
contact will intensify by greater participation of the students 
in various school organizations. My second hypothesis there-
fore states that: 
"There is an association between group membership 
and drug use." 
Table 15 presents the results of cross-tabulation of drug use 
by respondents and their organizational participation and Figure 
2 shows the graphic presentation of the same. The results seem 
to indicate a definite pattern - that heavy drug use concen-
trates on both ends of the "V" shaped curve - isolates on one 
side (those students who do not belong to any organization) and 
joiners on the other side (those students who belong to six or 
more organizations. For example: 45.6% of those who do not 
belong to any organizations use marijuana, and at the same time, 
45.4% of those who belong to six or more organizations use 
marijuana. However, only 28.5% of those who belong from one to 
five organizations use marijuana. The same pattern prevails 
with the use of all substances. 
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TABLE NO. 15 
"How many school activities or organizations do you belong to?" 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL SURVEY, 1973 
' No One to Five 
Organizations ; Organizations 
: 
Never Never 
Drugs Used Used Used Used Used 
Tobacco (N=5866) 41.2% 58.8% 52.6% 47.6% 
Al'!ohol (N=58'R )I 20.5 79.5 124.4 75.6 
Marijuana (N=5865) 54.4 45.6 71.5 28~5 
Heroin (N=5876) 94.4 5.6 97.7 2.3 
Amphetamines(N=5871) 79.6 20.4 92.8 7.2 
Barbiturates(N=5900) 81.7 18.3 94.4 5.6 
,; 
I 
Tranquilizers 81.9 18.1 91.4 8.6 
(N=5873' 
Each row of every variable "organization" 
totals 100%. 
I 
I 
I 
I 
Six or More 
Organizations 
Never 
Used Used 
48.1% 51.9% 
19.7 Q" ? vv._, 
54.6 45.4 
77.6 22.4 
76.0 24.0 
77.5 22.5 
75.8 24.2 
I 
I 
I l I 
L I T 
I I I i 
! 
I I I 
i i I 
j I II-+-I. -+-----'-1--+--t--+:-+-i' -+-! ----i-1 ~J.~ I i : I i I i i ~I II I 
·~---------- ·- ----·-·-· 
I 
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The drug use of students participating in sports and 
school organizations are presented in Table 16 and measured by 
"Gamma" which represents the degree of association or predicta-
bility within two scales. Both perfect agreement and perfect 
inversion are complete association; both produce a coefficient 
ordinal association of +1.00 based on perfect agreement and 
-1.00 based on perfect inversion; in either case there is a 
perfect association (Freeman, 1965:80). Each number in the 
table represents the relationship between the results of two 
questions as measured by gamma. 
1) "Do you belong to any of the following school 
activities?" and 
2) "During the past 12 months have you used any of 
the following substances: Marijuana, amphetamines, 
barbiturates, alcohol, tobacco?" 
Thus, gamma +.22 indicates a relationship between students par-
ticipating in music activities and the use of marijuana, or 
barbiturates and/or amphetamines by them. The results indicate 
that those students who participated in music are more likely 
to use marijuana, barbiturates and amphetamines, than those 
students who participate in other organizations or sports. 
There seems to be a greater relationship between students who 
participate in cross-country sports and their use of tobacco 
(gamma +.21) and marijuana (gamma +.14); and an inverse rela-
tionship to their use of barbiturates (gamma -.26) and ampheta-
mines (ga~~a -.23). 
I ~' 
.i 
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TABLE NO. 16 
(As presented by "Gamma") 
Participating in club activities and sports organizations and the 
use of Marijuana, Amphetamines, Barbiturates, Alcohol and Tobacco. 
NILES T01l:NSHIP HIGH SCHOOL SURVEY, 1973 
Marijuana Amphetamines Barbiturates Alcohol Tobacco 
pram a 
Club N=417 .05 -.01 0.01 .09 .01 
Music j 
Club N=569l .22 .22 .22 .07 .17 
Student I 
Govern~~p~ -.20 -.10 -.03 -.03 -.05 
~tudent 1 
Publ.N=2o6l -.14 -.02 .03 .03 .05 
fStudent I OrganB~i4qll .05 +.05 .08 .05 .06 
TennisN=250 ! .03 -.09 -.05 -.02 .01 
Golf N=l4~1 -.06 -.18 -.26 -.11 .03 
Cross j l Countfi~1541 +.14 -.23 -.26 -.02 .21 
SoccerN= 318 ; .09 +.03 -.01 .01 .05 
Sports I 
OrganizA s.l .06 -.09 -.11 -.02 .07 N= 6 1 
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Table 17 presents the results to a question that indi-
cate the respondents' group preference, and it offers additional 
support for the second hypothesis. The drug use distribution 
among those various groups seem to support the contention that 
the peer group one aspires to belong influences the choice of 
expressive symbolism in dress and behavior. Thus, those who 
refer to themselves as belonging to a group called "Freaks" or 
"Greasers" seem to have the highest use of all drugs compared 
to those who refer to themselves as belonging to "Student 
Leaders" or "Scholars." 
For example, the use of marijuana by "Freaks" = +82.5% and 
by "Greasers" = 51.1% against those who call themselves "Student 
Leaders" = 19.8% and "Scholars" = 21.8%. The self-identifica-
tion with specific groups by the respondents ·and their rate of 
drug use seem to substantiate the fact that high school students 
differentiate groups on the basis of their obvious characteris-
tics and their behavior. 
In summary, we suggest that although the data in Table 
16 does not allow one to say that there is a strong correlation 
between participating in an organization with a prevailing drug 
habit, but it does give us enough information when we include 
the results of Tables 15 and 17 and Figure 2 to support the 
hypothesis that: 
"There is an association between group membership 
and drug use." 
TABLE NO. 17 
"Use of drugs during the past 12 months by students who 
classify themselves as belonging to:" 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL SURVEY, 1973 
Student 
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Scholars 
or 
Freaks Greasers Jocks Leaders Collegiates 
Tobacco N= ll87f 81.7% 73.3% 53.4% 44.5% 34.4% 
Alcohol N=4845 94.0 92.0 81.3 69.1 64.2 
Marijuana N=4890 82.5 51.1 30.3 19.8 21.8 
Heroin N=ll884 10.9 11.7 2.6 2.1 1.7 
AmphetaminesN=4896 48.9 21.5 5.9 3.7 6.0 
BarbituratesN=4923 43.2 21.1 s.o 2.9 4.3 
Cocaine N=4923 27.3 12.4 3.0 2.1 2.6 
Quaa.Judes N=4922 43.9 20.1 5.0 3.6 5.2 
Hallucinogeni~~ ~ 38.8 18.6 4.0 2.7 3.7 
P= Q 1 
Tranquilizer~~ 4 gos 38.4 24.6 8.8 5.7 6.8 
f 
I 
I 
I 
J 
I 
' 
I 
THE INFLUENCE OF MARIJUANA USE 
AND THE MULTIPLE USE OF DRUGS 
In order to support or to reject the third hypothesis: 
"Those who frequently smoke marijuana will use 
other drugs more often than those who seldom 
smoke marijuana or who do not use marijuana at 
all." 
the results of cross-tabulation of each drug use with marijuana 
smoking was used to compile Table 18. These respondents who 
often use marijuana (10 times or more during the last 12 months) 
use other drugs in addition, often, such as Quaaludes (301 
students); Barbiturates (294 students); and Amphetamines (280 
students) plus socially accepted drugs as tobacco and alcohol. 
Those respondents who seldom use marijuana (one to nine times 
during the last 12 months) use illicit drugs less often; 
Quaaludes (11 respondents); Barbiturates (8 respondents); Am-
phetamines (14 respondents). 
Blum (1970:102) suggests that "A regular association 
exists between a person's use of one drug and his use of another 
drug." Blum's study and the results of this research seem to 
support the hypothesis that: 
"Those who frequently smoke marijuana use a variety 
of other drugs more often than those who do not 
snoke marijuana." 
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---- --- -·--- -- --- ------
----------------, 
Other Drugs 
Used Seldom* 
Tobacco 894 
~- ..... -~~~·----
Alcohol 1942 
----- ---------- -- . ~D 13 eroin 7 
. --·-· 
plates 10 
Arr.phetamines 7 
~- ---
Barbiturates 17 
Cocaine 6 
Quaaludes 12 
--------
Hallucinates 9 
Tranquilizers 108 
------------------------- .. 
TABLE NO. 18 
ANALYSIS OF MARIJUANA USE WITH OTHER DRUG USE 
(Raw Data) 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL SURVEY, 1973 
---
Marijuana Often Marijuana Seldom 
~arijuana Seldom Often Marijuana With vlith 
Only With With Only Drugs Drugs 
Often* Often Drugs Drugs Seldom ~eldom Often 
430 175 149 947 168 259 409 
--
619 36 352 887 51 425 354 
-·--- --- ------------
16 824 260 180 782 26 8 
12 1086 108 83 813 14 11 
- ·- ----
______ .., ______ 
3 898 265 119 795 39 7 
·--
23 638 353 280 739 85 14 
3 711 287 294 775 56 8 
-
6 902 257 120 817 18 10 
2 652 335 301 785 41 11 
6 772 324 175 784 39 14 
11 759 322 197 714 103 17 
*Seldom = 1 to 9 times during the last year 
*Often = 10 times or more during the last year 
Never 
Used No 
Drur!:s Answer Total 
2506 289 6226 
----· ---------~--
_____ ..,. 
1262 296 6226 
---- .. --- -
- ··--------·-
---
·-
3776 341 6226 
-·----- --------- ----~- ------
3833 259 6226 
·-··--- ----------- ·--- -- . ----- ----~-- ---
3870 220 6226 
------ ----------f------
3811 276 6226 
--
-----~----- 6-2-26-l 3856 219 
---- -------·····----- --·-----
3843 247 6226 
3865 222 6226 
--·--- ------------ ·-·--··- ----
3841 262 6226 
-------
3747 248 6226 i 
------- -·----------- -----
w 
V1 
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The hypothesis does not imply that all those who use marijuana 
will use other illicit drugs, but it suggests that some frequent 
marijuana users may be more inclined to use other drugs than 
those who seldom indulge in illicit marijuana use. 
The measure of correlation is the relation between two 
variables. Richard H. Blum, in his book Students and Drugs 
(1970:102) says that a regular association exists between a 
person's use of one drug and his use of another. Secondly, 
since it appears that there are subgroups of drugs in which the 
use of one drug is linked to another but not to drugs in dif-
ferent subgroups, one may posit that intercorrelations exist 
among subgroups. In other words, this means that clusters of 
people use certain grcups of drug.s. 
When examining the results of the correlation Table 19, 
we find that the so-called "Social Drugs" - alcohol and tobacco -
correlate an r =.53; but tobacco and marijuana has an r =.61; 
whereas alconol and marijuana is r =.52. When comparing the 
use of tobacco by all respondents (51%), the use of alcohol 
(75%) and the use of marijuana by all respondents (35%) (see 
Table 8) which is the greatest use of all illicit drugs, the 
correlation table suggests that those who use alcohol and 
tobacco have a much lower correlation of use with all other 
illicit drugs than those who use marijuana. Within the mari-
juana users (who represent 35% of all respondents) there is a 
higher correlation with the use of various drugs; ten drugs 
out of twelve researched have an r =.50 or over. The result 
Tobacco Alcohol 
Tobacco r •. 53 
Alcohol 
LSD 
Marijuana 
Heroin 
Opiates 
Barbiturates 
Cocaine 
Hallucinates 
Tranquilizers 
·-~---
TABLE lW, 19 
CORRELATION ANALYSIS ON TWELVE DRUGS 
(Rounded out to the nearest hundredth) 
N : 6226 
Niles Township High S~hool Survey, 1973 
,. 
--~L~S~D~- Marijuana Heroin Opiates Amphetamines Barbiturates Cocaine Q~udes Hallucinates Tranquilizers 
r = .32 r= .61 r= .18 r= .28 r= .37 r- .35 r- .25 r .. .36 r = .40 r- .36 
r: .37 r =.52 r: .27 r= .31 r= .38 r= .36 r= .30 r= .)6 r = .34 r= .38 
r:. 52 r =. 72 r = .76 r= .73 r= .73 r= ·75 r.-.68 r= .76 r= .62 
r- ,36 r-. 50 r- .60 r- .60 r- .4 5 r- • 59 r-. 54 r= .54 
r- .80 r= .64 r= .60 r= .76 r =·57 r = .65 r=.60 
r- .72 r~ .74 r= .77 r =·71 r =. 76 r ... 68 
r= .81 r= .69 r =•76 r=. 76 r=.7l 
r= .76 r = .83 r =. 77 r= .73 
r= .69 r =- • 76 r ... c3 
r= 
·11 r= .71 
r= .68 
-----
_________ ._..,. __ ___.._ -·-·..-.. ~- ----·- -·-
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would suggest that marijuana use may trigger the contact with 
other illicit drug sources which may contribute to the more 
extensive use of other drugs. 
Based on the results of the "Preliminary Summary - 1973 
San Mateo County, California "Surveillance of Student Drug Use," 
the authors found evidence of strong positive correlation 
between use levels of all pairs of substances (Alcohol, Ampheta-
mines, Barbiturates, Heroin, LSD, Marijuana and Tobacco). 
They stated that "As a student's use of any drug increases, his 
probability of using any other drug more frequently also in-
creases." The results of the San Mateo Survey seem to lend 
support to the reality of the third hypothesis. 
COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF DRUG USE 
The replication of drug surveys within various communi-
ties can be an important tool for research analysis. It may 
enable the researcher to compare results and predict trends 
for the future. 
The Health and Welfare Department of San Mateo County, 
California, conducts a survey ("Surveillance of Student Drug 
Use") each year within the junior and senior high school 
population of San Mateo County, California. Table 20 represents 
the result of a comparative tabulation of any drug use in the 
year 1973 divided by sex and year in school, from San Mateo 
County, California, and Niles Township High School in Skokie, 
Illinois. The California community conducted their sixth 
annual survey with a total of approximately 160,000 completed 
responses. The socio-economic background of their respondent 
population seems to be similar to the Skokie population, and 
their method of surveying their total universe is similar to 
the method used in Skokie. Those and other similarities make 
the comparative results more valuable. 
Alcohol usage is higher in San Mateo except for the 
usage of seniors (male and female). There is no considerable 
differences in the use by males or females. 
Tobacco usage is higher in San Mateo except for use by 
female juniors and seniors which is even higher than the use by 
males in all year levels. 
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Alcohol 
San i··la teo 
Niles Township 
'l'obacco 
So.n r-:ateo 
JUles Tovmship 
T•1ari5 uana 
San I·lateo 
Niles Tovmship 
LSD 
.San Nateo 
~:1 le s Township 
AmEhetamines 
San t·1ateo 
Niles Township 
Barbiturates 
San I·lateo 
Ni 1es Tmvnship 
--· Heroin 
San t<ateo 
Niles Township 
TABLE NO. 20 
COMPARATIVE TABULATION OF ANY DRUG USE IN 1973 
BY HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS OF 
SAN MATEO COUNrY, CALIFORNIA 
AND SKOKIE, ILLINOIS 
Males Females 
Freshmen Sophomore Junior Senior Freshmen Sophomore Junior 
--
82.4% 85.6% 86.6% 86.4% 80.3% 84.5% 84.0% 
68.5% 73.6% 81.6% 87.6% 64.2% 76.6% 81.3% 
61.6 58.8 56.4 57.2 63.5 61.2 57.5 
44.3 43.5 49.2 52.8 47.7 55.2 62.1 
51.2 56.1 58.5 61.0 47.0 51.9 55.3 
17.5 27.0 40.0 46.9 22.1 33.9 49.1 
14.6 18.8 21.3 20.0 13.8 15.7 16.4 
4.8 6.9 13.0 12.2 4.1 5.4 11.4 
14.6 20.3 21.5 21.1 16.6 21.4 23.0 
6.0 9.2 13.8 14.3 6.3 11.6 21.1 
13.7 15.4 15.6 14.3 14.0 15.5 15.6 
5.6 9.8 13.9 14.5 5.1 9.4 15.8 
3.4 4.2 3.8 4.3 2.3 2.1 2.7 
4.5 4.8 5.6 4.8 1.8 2.3 3.1 
Senior 
86.8% 
87. 4% 
56.9 
63.6 
57.2 
52.4 
13.4 
10.5 
20.8 
20.9 
11."8 
14.9 
2.9 
3.1 
r 
I ~1 
Marijuana usage is higher in San Mateo all across the 
board. Within the Skokie population there is a greater use 
by females than males within all four grade levels. 
LSD usage is higher in San Mateo all across the board. 
Within the Skokie population there is a greater use by males 
in all four grade levels. 
Amphetamine use is in general higher in San Mateo, but 
overall the female population has a greater amphetamine use. 
Barbiturates present a mixed picture with a great dif-
ference in usage within the freshman and sophomore years, but 
no variation within the sexes with San Mateo leading the use 
level. However, within the senior and junior groups, the 
Skokla population has a higher use than San Mateo. 
Heroin use appears to be on the rise in Skokie within 
the male respondent population. 
It is usually understood that the East Coast and the 
West Coast seem to be trend-setters in fashion, habits, and 
taste for the Midwest. This would lead us to conclude that 
we in the Midwest might expect a rise in the drug use before 
we will reach the downward trend that appears to be "real and 
strengthening" in the San Mateo region. 
Comparing results of a survey conducted in 1972 by 
McKillip, Johnson and Petzel within a large Chicago Metropoli-
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tan middle-class high school with the results of the Skokie 
Survey, is another tool that can be used to spot trends in the 
direction of drug use within the high school population. 
The religious preference within the Chicago high school 
respondents were as follows: 
Protestant 
- 16.1% 
Catholic 
- 15.0% 
Jewish 
- 50.1% 
Eastern Orthodox- 2.7% 
Other or None - 16.1% 
The socio-economic status as determined by the father's occupa-
tion with the Chicago high school respondents were as follows: 
Semi-skilled - 25.8% 
Skilled technical -16~8% 
Proprietor of small 
business, store, etc. - 20.8% 
Professional -
Managerial - 20.6% 
·Finally, 82.9% of the students surveyed were living with both 
parents, 13% were living with mother only, 2.2% were living 
with father only, and 1.8% had living arrangements other than 
those listed above. 
The socio-economic background when combining the profes-
sional-managerial with the proprietor of small business presents 
a small drop in the middle class category when comparing with 
the middle class status of the Skokie respondents. 
Table No. 21 represents a comparison of drug use between 
the two high school populations with a separation within the 
TABLE NO. 21 
COMPARATIVE DRUG USE WITHIN A CHICAGO METROPOLITAN HIGH SCHOOL 
AND A SUBURBAN HIGH SCHOOL 
Never Sometimes Often 
Niles Niles Niles 
Township Von Stub en Township Von Stuben Township Von Stub en 
Tobacco 47.7% 61.0% 31.5% 22.9% 20.8% 16.1% 100 
---- ---
Alcohol 22.7 40.1 66.2 50.0 11.1 9.9 100 
------- -·-
r1arijuana 64.4 60.5 23.1 15.9 12.5 23.6 100 
Barbiturates 88.8 82.2 8.7 12.9 2.5 4.9 100 
____ ... --·-·-------'· ,_ ·-· --~-... ~-
·--------
Amphetamines 87.1 83.3 10.7 10.0 2.2 6.7 100 
---- ·-······ 
.. _.,.._..__ ___ ···-- #~---~-- ---~~~------ - -- ···-
LSD 91.3 89.5 7.1 7.3 1.6 3.1 100 
·----
Hallucino~ents 90.4 89.5 8.3 8.3 1.3 2.2 100 
Tranquilizers 87.1 87.6 11.0 8.3 1.9 4.1 100 
·---·- ~----
Opiates 92.6 94.3 6.3 3.3 1.1 2.1 100 
In each row every high school totals 100%. 
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category of prevelance of drug use. 
Tobacco usage is greater by the Skokie students. · 
Alcohol usa6e is greater in all categories by the Skokie 
student population. 
Marijuana usage is overall greater within the Chicago 
student population, but within the "sometimes" (less than 10 
times within the last 12 months) is greater in the Skokie stu-
dent population. 
Barbiturates, Amphetamines, LSD and Hallucinogents' use 
are greater all across the board by the Chicago respondents. 
Tranquilizers and Opiate use present a higher use by the 
Skokie respondents only within the "sometimes" category, other-
wise the Chicago student population have a higher use of the 
two drug~. 
In summary, the Skokie student respond~nt population 
has a higher use of the socially accepted drugs, whereas the 
Chicago respondents have a higher drug use within the illicit 
drugs. Those results may be due to an intensive drug educa-
tion program conducted by the Niles Township High School Admini-
stration for the last two or three years. 
In 1972 the Niles Township High School Administration 
originated a sample survey (N = 322) with the goal to study the 
drug use pattern and the social structure of the high school 
environment that surrounds the use of drugs by a middle class 
high school population (Gans and Yangyuoru, 1972). The results 
of drug usage of that survey will be compared with this year's 
research in order to study the general trends of the rate of 
drug use. 
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Table No. 22 represents a comparative breakdown of 
"Self-Reported Drug Use" for the years 1972 and 1973. The 
results suggest an increase in the rate of drug use in some 
reported drug categories (except a slight decrease in the use 
of hallucinogens). This pattern seems to correspond with the 
use-pattern reported by San Mateo, California in their research 
conducted over a six-year period. 
Table No. 23 shows the variation in drug use by grade 
level compared within a two-year span. If a cohort comparison 
would be attempted, then the students who were freshmen in 1972 
and reported a 19% use of marijuana and who are sophomores in 
1973 and report a 32% use of marijuana; the same pattern pre-
vails throughou~ t&blc !n the cohort rate of !ncrcnse of 
drug use. 
In summary, the results seem to indicate an increase in 
the level of drug use over the last two years within all grade 
levels. But when comparing the 1972 level of marijuana use by 
sophomores (36%) with the 1973 reported sophomore use (32%) then 
a decrease of use is noticeable not only in this category but 
also in the use of hallucinogens (lOth and 12th grade) and in 
the use of alcohol (9th, lOth and 12th grades). Even if there 
appears to be an inconsistency between the results in Tables 
22 and 23, the full impact of a seemingly lower rate of increase 
in some categories of drug use cannot yet be fully evaluated. 
Next year's replication may bring forth more facts if the down-
ward trend in some drug use will continue. 
Niles 
Township 
Kir:h School 
1972 
N=322 
1973 
N=6226 
TABLE N0.22 
--
COMPARATIVE BREAKDOWN OF' SELF-REPORTED DRUG USE 
"Which of the following drugs have you personally used?" 
(Percentages are rounded tc1 the nearest whole number) 
Tobacco Alcohol Marijuana Amphetamines Barbiturates Hallucinogents 
42% 72% 30% 10% 9% 10% 
53% 77% 36% 13% 11% 9% 
Grade 
9th 
lOth 
11th 
12th 
! 
TABLE NO. 23 
COMPARATIVE BREAKDOWN OF DRUG USE BY YEAR IN SCHOOL - 1972-1973 
NILES TOWNSHIP HIGH SCHOOL - SKOKIE,ILL. 
-· 
Tobacco Alcohol Marijuana Amphetamines Barbiturates Hallucin;g'erts 
1972-1973 1972-1973 1972-1973 1972-1973 1972-1973 1972-1973 
40% 46% 68% 67% 19% 20% 7% 6% 5% 5% 4% 4% 
47 50 79 76 36 32 10 12 10 11 11 9 
47 56 74 81 32 44 11 17 8 14 10 13 
40 58 94 88 38 49 18 18 16 15 18 13 
r 
CONCLUSIONS 
Drug abuse was perceived to be caused by social pressures 
arising from "Deprivation of slum areas and minority group 
membership that produce personality distortion which make drug 
use attractive" (O'Donnell and Ball, 1966:61). 
This definition fits Sutherland's differential associa-
tion theory; it is consistent with Merton's theory of "Social 
Structure and Anomie," but there seems to be a type of addict 
that does not fit the picture - the middle class high school 
student. He might be under "social pressure" which did not 
eminate from 'iaepri vat ion of slum areas,!! but frolli Lh~ arr::.u.e.c!c~ 
of the suburb. The "personality distortion tbat makes drug use 
attractive" does not spring from "minority group membership" 
but from distortion of values and norms. 
The population of this survey was large enough to give 
serious consideration to the results. The focus was on the 
drug user, and the socialization processes that influence his 
patterns of behavior. 
The findings that there is a greater correlation of drug 
use by the respondents with their peer group's drug use rather 
than with their parents or siblings' drug use is supported by 
evidence of strong association within the two variables tested. 
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The influence of or~anizational participation on the 
drug use of our respondents does not give us definitive results 
as we may have hoped for, but the reason may be probably the 
selection of those organizations which did not involve enough 
student participation. Mill~r, J. I. (United Press Report 1967) 
sampled 2600 students in a Great Neck, New York High School 
and reported that ''Students participating in some school organi-
zations use illicit drugs less often, as did students with 
better grades." 
The third hypothesis: "Those who frequently smoke mari-
juana tend to use a variety of other drugs more often than 
those who seldom smoke marijuana," is supported by the results 
of this research as well as research done by Goode (1969:17,48,63) 
Shick (1968), Blum (1969) and Solomon (1968:35). The researchers 
suggest that there is a drug-using group of individuals who do 
not seem to be addicted or habituated to any special substance, 
but appear to use all substances which they think will provide 
them with the change of mood or sensation desired at the time. 
The similarity of results of this research with results 
achieved by others validates our findings as to the assumption 
for drug use, the social pressures and peer influences as well 
as to the quantity and kinds of drugs used. 
Religion acting as restraining forces on drug abuse is 
a variable not often considered or given enough weight. 
More investisation should be considered at a future date. 
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The results of this survey bring forth many facts, 
some of which appear to involve an intricate balancing of a 
number of factors including attitudes toward drugs, friendship 
patterns, relationship to parents and society at large. In 
addition, a factor e~erges that should involve additional 
study - namely does self-esteem and goal orientation or the 
lack of it, have any influence on drug abuse? Future investi-
gation should be directed not towards the question why do school 
students use drugs, but more important, how come 65% of the high 
school students' peers of the drug users do not use, for 
example, Marijuana? What causes them to resist the peer group 
pressures? Why do they participate in school organizations and 
have good grades? How come they are not "infected" by the dru~-
using disease? \vhat makes them immune? To find the answer to 
these questions may be helpful in preventing the spread of drug 
abuse in future generations. 
I ~ 
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